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‘ 


No. 23,613 


JOHN F. GRAHAM 
Appellant, 
| 


STEPHEN KLINGER, M.D. 


Appellee. | 


Appeal from Judgment of the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia : 


BRIEF OF APPELLANT 


STATEMENT OF THF ISSUE ~ 


Whether a Government psychiatrist, acting pursuant toa 
void court order, who detains a. individual against his will 
and wrongfully alleges the individual is mentally diseased and 


extremely dangerous, is subject to suit for denrivation of civil 
rights. 


REFERENCE TO RULING 


Order granting defendant*s motio.z .o dismiss, August 29, 1969. 


1 This case has not previously been before this Cou:t. 


STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


Appellant was arrested and ch-rged with mailing a threaten- 
ing letter (15 U.S.C. 876)° on November 30, 1965, on a complaint 
of a Special Agent of the Federnl Burea of Investigation, which 
complaint alleged that appella~t h-o mailed a letter threrteninz 
injury to a resident of California. Avvellant was taken verore 
Judge Harold H. Greene} sf the District of Columbia Court of 
General Sessions, oste-sibly sittiaz 2s + coanitting vatistoie, 
and was ordered by the said judge to be crmmitted to the Distric: 
of Jolunbia General : for mental observation, pursuant 79 
24 D.C, Code 2*91(a). n January 4, 1966, on the Governnentt- 
s9tion, eppellart w-- overs: by aroathe> judee of th D.9. Court 
of General Ses-ions, also pursuant to 24 D.C. Code Wi1(a), +-~ be 
sonmitted to ot. 2lizcbetus Hospital as a verson 9f unsound mind. 
dhen appellant was admitted to St. Bligabeths Hosps.al on Joavw 
ary 4, 1965, tne aomittine psycaiatrist entered in the clinics} 
records 


On examination he is excellently orie:tead ona stew: 
no impairment in bjs iptcllrtual functionins, 

On or about February 10, 19*6, appellee declared appellant 
incompetent to stand trial. (Avpellant was indicted, while still 


imprisoned in St. Blizabeths dospital, on February 24, 1966.) on 


2 18 U.S.C. 876: * * * Whoever ‘nowingly * * * omisers to be delivered 
* % * any communication * * * addrec:.cd to ary other person and con- 
taining ony threat t» <idnap eny person or any threat to injure *he 
person 9° .he addressee, or another, shall be fin-rd not more tuan 
*1,000 or inprisoned not more than five vears, or boti. 


3 Judse Greene is a German—Jewish refuzrze who cams t> the Unit2l States 
in 1943. Appellant is an Episcopalian whose first American ancestor, the 
kev. John Graham, settled in Connecticut in 1718. 


or about March 31, 1966, appellee informed the 0.3. District Court 
that appellant was "suffering from a mental disease" and wac "ex 
tremely dangerous,” which information was presumably desionca to 
insure appellant's continued detention in St. Eli zabeths. On 

May 23, 1966, the U.S. District Court ordered that appellant he 
discharged from St. Elisabeths Hospital, and on ¢ctober 19, 1966, 
the Government moved to dismiss the indictment.. * | 


STATUTES INVOLVED 


42 U.S.C. 1983 — Every person who, under color ox any stavute, 
ordinance, custom, or usage, of any State or Territory, subjects, or 
causes to be subjected, any citisen of the United 3+-t-= or other 
person within the jurisdiction thereof to the deprivation cf any 
rights, privileges or immunities secured by the Constitution and 
laws, shall be liable to-the party injure4 in an action at lav, 
suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for redress. 


4 Cf. John Stuart Mill. On Liberty, Boston: 1863, pp. 132=133n: 


There is something both contemptible and frightful in the 
sort of evidence on which, of late years, any person can be 
judicially declared unfit for the management of his affairs. 
* * * All the minute details of his daily life -re pried into, 
and whatever is found which * * * bears ar appearance unlike 
absolute commonplace, ic laid before the jury as evidence of 
insanity. * * * These trials spcak volumes as to the jstate of 
feeling and opinion among the vulgar with regard to human 
liberty. So far from setting any value on individuality - 

so far from respecting the rights of each individual ‘to act, 
in things indifferent, as seems good to his own judgment and 
inclinations, judges and juries cannot even conceive that a 
person in a state of sanity can desire such freedom, : 


Imprisoning persons in St. Elizabeths Hospital without a showing of in- 
sanity is nothing new. In 1926 a Congressional investigation disclosed 
that, of the 4,400 persons then in St. Elisabeths, about 50% had never 
been adjudged insane. (Hearings before the Subcommittee of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, House of Representative, 69th Congress, First 
Session, p. 1388. For a description of how hundreds of persons are now 
“railroaded" into St. Elizabeths, see David A. Jewell, "Fight Brews on 
Mental Health Commitment," Washington Post, May 26, 1969, p. 4-1). 


24 D.C. Code 301(a) - Whenever a person is arrested, indicted, 
charged by informetion, or is charged in the juvenile court of the 
District of Columbia, for or with an offense and, prior to the im- 
position of sentence or prior to the expiration of any period of 
probation, it shall appear to the court from the court*s own obser— 
vations or from prima facie evidence svbmitted to the court, that 
the accused is of unsound mind or is mentally incompetent so as to 
be unable to understand the proceedings against him or properly te 
-2gist in his srvidefense. the court aay order the accused committed 
to the District of Columbia General Hospital or other mental hos~ 


pital desimated by the court, for such reasonable period as the 


court avy determine for examination and observation and for care 
-nco treatment if guch 15 necessary by the psytniacric staff of said 
hospital. * * * 
STATEMENT OF POINT 
Appellant is annealing the judgnent of the court below on 


the followine points: 


3 cf. 18 U.f.C. PAL: 


If two or more nersons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or 
intimidate any citizen in the free exercise or enjoyment of any 
right or privilege secured by the Constitution or laws of the 
United States, or because of his having 50 exercised the same; 

* * * They shall be fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned 

not more than ten years, or both. 


While for a century, the theme song of mental hospital superintendents 
has been “overcrowding and understaffing."” nothing would so effectively 
precipitate a decline in the nation's mental hospital population like a 
few psychiatrists roing to pri See Albert 
Q. Maisel, "The Tragedy of Sane People Who 

Digest, February, 1962, pp. 99-102). To Dr. Winfred Overholser, St. 
Blizabetns Hospital superintendent from 1937 to 1962, everyone, it 
seems, was insane until proven otherwise. In 1936 he gave the Annual 
Address before the New York Society for Clinical Psychiatry where he 
said that apparently "that hoary old dogma, the presumption of sanity, 
is hard to overcome.” Boston University Law Review, April, 1936, at 

p- 329. In 1958 he declared Ezra Pound (see n. 12, infra) to be 
“incurably insane,” yet, since then, Pound hes continued to live a 
healthful, productive life. Either Dr. Overholser did not know the 
meanint of "insane" or he was guided by his own peculiar definition 
which is not generally recognized in law. 


Where a o--son, having been committed to a mental hospital 


by 2 court without Jurisdiction, is allered by a Government psy- 
chia*r:st to be sufferi ig from a mental disease an? to be extremely 
dar .:tous, the anticipated result of this allegation being the con~ 
“ined confinement of such person in a mental hospital, an action 
“or tne devrivation of sivil rights states a claim upon which 


ief may be granted. 


ARGUMENT 


A Goverament Psychiatrist Who States That a Ferson 
Corizitted to a Mental Hospital Pursuant to a Void 
Court Order, Is Kentally Diseased and Extremely 
Dangerous, Where There Are No Clinical Records to 
Subatantiate Such Statement, Is Liable to the In- 
jured Party. 
4s heretofore noted, appellant was ordered committed to the 
D.C. General Hospital for mental observation by a judge of the D.C. 
Court of General Sessions, ostensibly sitting as a committing magis— 
trate. To secure azpellant's commitment to D.C, General Hospital the 
said judge invoked 24 D.C. Code 301(a2), despite the fact that this 
statute authorizes only "the court: to order such comnitaents. Ap= 
pellant does not question the said judgets statutory authority to 
sit as a committing magistrate or as a court, but appellant avers 
wthe said judge cannot act in both capacities simult-neously. 
If the said judge was sitting as a committing maristrate he 
had no authority to invoke 24 D.C. Code 301(a), since it is axiomatic 
_ that a committing magistrate is not a court. In Mance v. Cameron, 
260 FP. Supp. 851, 852 (1966), the court below said: 


4tjne fact that a Judge of the Court of General 
Sessions at times sits as a committing magis— 


trate and at ofarr tines ac 2 Judge of a Court 

for the trial of a misdemeanor and the transition 
may be very brief, does not enh-nee hit pover: 
when he acts as a committing a-sistrate. * * * 

'A' committing magistrate, including a Juice of 
she Court of Scueral Sessions when sittinc as a 
committing magistrate, does not have the pover to 
make a finding that a person charged with a felony 
is nrentolly incompetent to stand tria? and thereby 
preclude action on this importa-t question by {the 
U.S. District Court]. 


If the aforesaid judge was not -itting as a committing magis= 
trate but was in fact sittine as e court, he was octine without 
jurisdiction of the subject m-tter. Appellant had been charged 
with an offense (a felony) against the laws of the United States, 
and for a municipal judge in a misdemeanor court to take juris— 


diction of such an offense, under color of the District of 


Zolumbir law, was to ceny appellant the equel rights, orivils+.s 
pac ed EE At 


and inmunities suaranteed to him by tne Constiturvion. In either 
case, whether the said judsce was sitting as a committing magistrate 


or as a court, the said judge was without authoritv to invoke a 
local statute to secure the detention of a Federal prisoner. ‘iis 


decision thus .yvas void, and all subsequent proceedings were 


rendered coram non judice. 


It ic a» established principle tnat the law does not protect 
the officer who executes a void process. In F2lo0n v. O'Sonnell, 
113 Me. 30, 92 A. 932, 933 (1915), the Suprene Judicial Court of 


Maine said: 


It is welt settled, for reasons founded in pudlic 
volicy, tiet the law protects its officers in the 
performance of their duties, if there is no defect 
or want of jurisdiction apparent on the face of 

the writ or warrant uncer which they act. * * * 

But while the officer is not bound to look beyond 
his warrant, he is bound to look at it. The safety 
of the sitizen 114 is protection against unwarrant— 
able denrivation of personal liberty require that an 


v..icer should assume at least so much responsibility. 
* * * An officer is nét protected by a warrant issued 
by a wagistrate or an inferior court, unless! it shows 
on its face that the mogistrate or court had juris— 
aiction to issue it. Jurisdiction cannot be, presumed, 
And tne sane rule anplies, of course, when the want 

of jurisdiction anpears affirmatively on the: face of 
the process. 


Although, on or about March 31, 1966, anpellee informed the 
U.S. District Court th=t appellant was suffering from a mental 


diseise ari was extremely danzerous, the truth oi the statement 
is highly debaisble. © The clinical records of “+. Elizabeths 


Hospital do not disclose symptoms which would indicate presence 


in appellant of mental disease. In an affidavit filed with the 
court below on July 29, 1969, avpellee states that appellant 
was afflicted with "involutional nsvchotie reaction (compulsive 


posture)". To substantiate this diagnosis, appellee in his 


To a layman "danrerous" connotes suicidal or homicial tendencies, but 
in the patois of psychiatry "dangerous" is used to describe any non— 
conformist behavior. See Winfred Overholser, M.D., and Winifred Rich- 
mond, Ph.D., Handbook of Psychiatry, Philadelphia: 15°7, rr 37=38: 

The connotation of "dangerous" has to ke stretched conriderably in 
order to admit to mental hcspitals many people who would suffer 
severely if left in the community. The aged and indigent, without 
relatives to care for them; the young praecox absorbed in his own 

inner experiences in a family who can netiehr understand nor tolerate 
him; the elated manic ecstatically flying about in taxis, giving 
parties, running up dills and having a gorgeous time — these in- 
dividuals are actually dangerous only as their lack of judgment or 
their inability to care for themselves may create dangerous situations. 


"Dangerous" is anparontly also used by St. Elizabetnhs veychiatrists to 
fescribe any person who is not readily Ceceived. While at St. Elizabeths 
Hospital avnella-t was viven psychological tests which showed that appel- 
lant's intellect was "very superior" (upper 2% of ha population). Although 
psychological tests zre not conclusive, there is the possibility that 
appellee was employing the vord "dangerous" in respect to appellant in 

the same sense that President Jackson used the word in describing Mr. 
Jastice Story as "the mort dangerous nan in Americe." 


affieavit cites 2 definition from the Diagnostic and Statistical 
Manual, Mental Disorders, American Psychiatric Associ>tion, 


Washington, 0.C.: 1952, p. 26- However, the definition cited 
by appellee refers to "schizophrenic reactions", which are not 


related etiologically, epidemirlogicall: or nosolozically to 


jnvolutional vsychotic 127ction- 7 


According to the Psychiatric Dictionary, Hinsie and Campbell, 
3rd ed., New York: 1960, p. 604: "It ic not considered in keeping 


sith the available facts to refer to psychosis as a disease, since 
the term disease is traditionally identified with pathology of 


tiseves." Involutional psychosis i* an affliction generally 


associated with wonen at menopause. & Almost any person who 
lives to 65 vears of age has experienced sone of the psycholo— 


sienl symptoms, but most do not decompensate, nor cre they 


considered mentally ill. (See Jack R. Ewalt, M.D., and Dana L. 
Farnsworth, M.D., Textbook of Psychiatry, New Yorx: 1963, p. 203). 
It would appear, therefore, that even if appellant had been a 
woman suffering from the effects of menopause, he (she) should 
have been kept at home or treated for endocrine imbalance in a 


general hospital. 


7 While it is a general rule of law that o statement which amounts to an 
expression of opinion, ever though erroneous, does not furnish ground for 
setion, the physician may be held responsible for any deceit or misrepre- 


sentation. Tyedt v- Haugen, 79 V.D. 228, 294 N.W. 183 (1940). 


8 A foolish consistenct being the hobroblin of little minds, there has 

been an attempt in psychiatric circles to show that males as well as 
fennlec are afflicted with involutional psychosis. Certain psychiatrists 
have as uned that, because 2 woman at menopause may suffer an endocrine 
imbalence, it it “only lomical" that ren at nidele age should be similarly 
afflictec. These "psvchiatricians" conveniently overlools the procreative 
Giffere-ces between mes 27d women and to support their hypotheris taey have 
attomoted to correlate ovarian insufficieny with diminishing testicular 
secretion — even thouri there are no reliable tests by which the sufficiency 
af testicular secretion can be measures. (Sce American Handbook of Isy- 
chiatry, Vol. III, Yew York: 1966, pp. 66-70). 


Apoellant, it woula SPDLUr, Was concidered nents) ly cis 
by avpcllee because appellant had mailed a lette 


injury to a person who, under circumct 


> 


eoser 
r threatening 

ances evidencing a duction, 
hee narried appellantts dauchter,. 


Though @isclaiming he im a 
“reudian, anpellee, li'ce Dr, Freud, 


was brought up in an Austrian- 


medical education, like Dr. Froud, 
ot the Universit: of Vienna, and was 


Torish ambianees received hic 


presum-bly inculeated wzi+h 
 Freudiar hypothesie that 211 parental—filial 3 


Gevotion is jae 
cestuous.? It is not, however, 


recorded that eppeilee over 
volunteered the Opinion that President Trunan was mentally 


diseased when the President, with considerably less provoca~ 


tion than appellant's to violate the interdiction of '18 U.s.c. 


876, nailed a letter +¢: eatening injury to a stranger who had 


criticized his daughter. }? 7, December, 1950, the Pres 


ident wrote: 


« 


9 “rom tine immemorial Jewish males, tending to regard women not as women 
Dit as Jofective en, hove treated their wiver onc acughterr with dis— 
courtesy «né contemnt, but instead of speakirs out asains+ this Jewish 
menches*e, Freud, who was especially self-conscious about nis Jewishness, 
o& cocted hic theories of "penis envy" ana "Castration" comple" <9 explain 
9 Jewich wenants unhappinens and resentment. From these theories (hich 
weve predicated on the as umption thot 2 girl resented her mother because 
wae mother had denrived the Gaughter of a ocnis) Freud moved inexorably 
to he belief in the "vrevalence' of incest, cenrite tie fast that instances 
of incest Cited in the medical literature are extremely rare. See Hiram 
Johnson, M.D., "P-vchoanalysis: Sone Critical Somnenis," American Journal 
of Psychiatry, July, 1956, op. 39-49, here Dr. Johncon states that the 
-ttempt io translo-te existential anxiety into vsychsexual anxiety leads to 
wraric results and question: whether in our foveranentesupported "dynamically— 
“epted" me-tal clinies, we are not developin- the equivalent of a secular 
woth. staft © bv a sey Tet 1 svoetcoate diroensiz > at'cise anu 
Ionism. : : 


xO The inanity of Dr. Freudts theories is apparent when one tries to 
visualize the Truman women a8 suffering from penis envy and @ castration 
comples, or to believe that the President was incestuous because of his 
feeling of protectiveness towards his daughter. In Siving psychiatric 
treatment to Christians, Jewish psychiatrists are not only useless; they 

can do a lot of damage. See Fred Lawrence Guiles, Norma J w: The Life of 
Marilyn Nonroe, New York: 1969, pp. 317-318, which recounts how the act of 
one Jewish psychiatrist, Dr. Marianne Krit, drove Miss Monroe into hysteria. 
in 1961, and Frank aA, Capell, The Strange Death of Marilyn Monroe, Zarephath, 
N.J.° 1964, p. 31, where it i+ shown that another Jewish psychiatrist, Dr. 
wlio tie Greenson, had "treated" Miss Monroe (at a cost of $1,400) for 28 
days between July 1, 196?, and her ceath on the ni-ht of August 4, 196>, 


Some day I hope to meet you. When that happens yontll 

need a new nose, a lot of beefsteak for black eyes, and 

perhavs a supporter below. 

That appellee is Jewish is a material fact in appellant's case. 

At the time anpellce, alleged appellant was suffering from a mental 
disease appellee mew appellant had chosen, in a domestic controv=rsy, 
to be loyal to his wife. But the relatively conplex Christiam 
code of chivalry on which Anglo-Saxion law is founded is incom— 
prehensible to most Jews, and if a Christian accepts the ministra- 
tions of a Jewish psvchietrist hie as about as much chance of 
survival as a Jew would have in accepting the ministration of 


an "Aryan" doctor in a Nazi concentration camp. 


It is a Jewish tenet (2) that all Christians are anti-Somitiec 
(cf. Arthur Miller, Incident at. Vichy, New York: 1965, p. 66: "I 


have never analyzed a gentile who did not h-ve, somewhare hidden 


in hit nina, a dislike if not a hetred for tne Jews"), and (b) that 


anti~Senitism is a disease. Thus the Christian who submits himself 

to the care of a Jewish psychiatrist will find himself being treated 
for anti-Semitism, no m-tter how heavily larded the treatment may 

be with Freudian jargon. “Writing of the American Jewish Committce, 

“ormer t-lifornin State Senator Jack B. Tenney stated in Zion*s 


Fifth Column, Tujunga, Calif.: 1953, op. 72 and 79: 


The AUT does not believe that anti-Semitism is solely 
a "Jewish problem.” It maintains that it is a disease; 
a mental cickness. It finds nothing whatever in its 
own activities or in the activities of myriads of similar 
Jewish organizations that might account in any way for an 
unfriendlv feeling toward the Jewish people. 

* * * 
fI¥t .-  untt be amiss if the AJC did a litsle mirror- 
Zazwing -exore brushing off anti-Semitism as a "mental 
Sicknes ., There has rarely been a more glaring and 
impude>t menifestetion of arrogant conceit in the historr 
*? the world than the statenert that enti-Semitism is a° 
atseases In its essence it proclaims Jewish perfection, 


11 


Jewich virtue and Jewish superiority, while relesstiny: 
1.1? “ninpressed, the critical ane the un-worshippineg to 
the insane asylum! ‘+ | 
The matter appeslant is bringing to the atteation of tho. 
Court, however, is not one of fact but of law. The cuestion 
is not whether appellant was (or is) mentally ill, mentally dis- 
eased, or nutty as a fruit cake. The question is (a) whether a 
person mav be imprisoned pursuant to the D.C. Code where he has 
10+ committed a- offense against the laws of the District of Colun— 
bia, and (b) whether an officer who executes a void court order is 
liable to the injured party for deprivation of the injured party's 


civil righter 


The court below grented appellee's motion to dismiss on 
the ground that avpellant had failed to state a claim upon which” 
relief might be granted. Appellant submits that Syn devrivation © 
of civil rights is a valid claim upon which relief may be granted; 
that appellee was without authority to detain appellant for care 


and treatment, and if he did so pursuant to a void court order he 
is subject°to suit by appellant. 


CONCLUSION 


The issues vresented here are ones that will haunt the courts 


1s long as the courts maintain the “section that punishment is treat— 


< 


For a psychoanalytic view of Jewish nsychology see Franz G. Alexander, M.D., 


and Sheldon T. Selesnicw, M.D., The History of Psychiatry, New York: 1966, 
r. 408, where Dr. Carl Guetav Jung, an early associate of Dr. Freud is quoted: 


The Jows * * * aim at the gaps in vae opponent's defenses, and 
because of this technique * * * the Jews have the best defenses 
Where others are mont vu'nerable. * * * Because of their ancient 
culture they are capable quite consciously even in the most friendly 
and tolerant environment to indulge in their own vices * * * In my 
opiniom it was an error ox the hitherto existing medical psychology 
that it applied unwittingly the Jewish categories — which were not 
@ven valid for all Jews — to Germans and Christian Slavs. * * * at 
the same time my warning veice was suspected of anti-Semitism. This 
suspicion Originated with Freud. 


ment.?} To reward and punish the accused 1s the prerogative and obliga— 
tion of the courts, but in recent years there has been an increasing 
tendency by the courts to shift the resvonsibilitv of reward and. 
punishment to Government psychiatrists. (Cf. Alan M. Dershowits, 
"Psychiatry in the Legal Process: A Knife That Cuts Both Ways,” © 
Trial, February-March, 1968, p. 29). Although Government psychia-— 
trists speak in pseudo-medical terms. they are in reality required 
by the courts to make moral judgments, a requirement which, because 

of their deficient knowledge of law and ethics, they are not qualified 
to fulfill. *’ Without special qualifications to make moral judgnents 
“rd answerable only ‘to themselves, Government psychiatrists disguise 


ther fundamental ignorance of human motivation by quoting (not always 


gorrectly) from the American Psychiatric Association's Diagnostio anc 


t2 The punitive asrects of psychiatric treatmert were clearly recognized 
by Representative Smmanuel Celler, chairman of the House Judiciary Com— 
mittee, when, in 1958, an effort was being nade to secure the release of 
Aierican poet Ezra Pound after thirteen yoars' invrisorznent. Pound had 
been charged with "treason” because he had broadcast outspoken anti-Jewish 
sentinents over Italian radio facilities durin: Jorld War II. Arrested in 
1945, he was committed to St. Elizabeths in 1946. In 1958 Congressman 
Celler said: 


I don't care how long he has been in there, maybe we want 

to keep hia in a little longer. * * * I can't conceive how 
they'd let him out scot free. I can't conceive that. Many 
of our men lost their lives as a result of his exhortations. 


To months after the death of Marilyn Monroe (see n. 10, supra) Attorney 
General Kennedy apparently tried to rid himself of the political opposition 
of former Major General Edwin A. Walser »y 1aving him declared insane. In 
October, 1962, Mr. Kennedy obtained the commitment of General Walker to the 
Medical Center for Federal Prisoners, Springfield, Mo., "for mental obser- 
vation" on the basis of the opinion of a U.S. Bureau of Prisons psychiatrist, 
Dr. Charles E. Smith, that General Walker had manifested "bizarre" behavior. 
In early May, 1966, Dr. Smith joined the St. Elizabeths Hospital staff asc a 
‘ supervisory medical officer, and on May 20, 1966, Dr. Smith interviewed 
appellant. In the hospital clinical records Dr. Smith attributed to appellant 
"distinctly delusional thinking” in which appellant felt that% appellant's 
daughter had made a bad marriage, that she was subject to undue influence _ 
by her mother-in-law (one Mrs. Iva W. Hartman of Barstow, Calif.) and pos—- 
sibly had been seduced by ner husband-to-be. Dr. Smith is now associate 
professor of psychiatry, University of North Carolina. 


a eee oe 
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Statistical Manual. But, when called upon to account for wneir 


"diagnoses". they duck under the motherly wine of the Unirv2d States 
Attorney, 13 , 


It is avparently the premise of the Durham Rule and similar 
attempts to meddle with the law that "Psychiatry is a great and 
important science upon which the legislative and judicial branches 
rely." Pollard v. United States, 282 F. 24 50 (Cia. 6) (1940). 

The medical literature, however, shows that psfchiatry is a potpaurri 
of conflicting theories. In "An Enprical Approach to Psychotherapy, 
the Agnostic View,* American Journal of Psychiatr saul, 1963, 

at p. 53, Ors. Samuel B. Guze and George E. Mu.phy paid: 


Since the causes of the common psychiatric disorae 3 are 
Wn, and snecific treatment is lacki » it is desirable 
to formulate an approach to psychotheravy that will permit 
treatment without commitment to any unproven theory. We 
endorse an empirical approach to the difficult problem of 
| 
Navine little or no knowledge of law or etaics, psychintricts are none- 
taeless not loath to asnume a posture of moral superiority. A psychiatric 
pastine ts analyzing the world's immortals to show thet they were mentally 
ill. (See Charles Sinet-Sanglé, M.D., La Folie de Jésus (The Insanity of 
Jesu:), Vol. I, Paris: 1968, p. 283, where Jesus is described as a psychotic 
desenerate whose agony at Gethsemane was "rn, vasomotoric attack accompanied 
by facial hematidrosis," and William Hirsch, %.D., Religion and Cvilization: 
Zhe Conclusions of a Psychiatrist, lew York: 1912, p. 103; where the clini- 
cal picture of Jesus is that of a p»ranoic whose delusions "Sormed themselves 
into a sreat cystematized stractarz.' ovr a comprehensive bibliography of 
works supporting the psychiatric view that Jesus was not divine but insane, 
see Wiillian E. Bundy, The Psychic Health of Jesus, New York: 1922.) Ee 
couravine the inference that psychiatrists alone are mentally hewlthy, Sisse 
“Jalysts are similar to the pedagomes who, as Megel noted more tran a century 
ago, @clisht in making judzments of areat men. In hic Lectures on the Philoso- 
phy of History, London: 1861, p. 33, Herel observed that the "psychological" 
view of great men (which, he said, rerves the purpose of envy mort effectively) 
contrives to make it appear that great men vere motivated by come "morbid 
craving" and, becayrse 5* this, were imaoral men. Alexander of Macedon is 
alleged to have acted from a craving for fame, and the proof is that he dia 
what resulted in fame. Since frent nen were motivated by ‘such passions and 
were consecuently immoral men, it is apparent that the pedagogue is a better 
‘Nay DeCause he does not have sith passions; the proof of which is that he 
hac rot done what brourht others fr-e. ‘legel concludes his observations wit: 
the comment that no man is 2 hero ty his velet, not because the man is not 
a hero, but because the valet *~ 9 valet. 


treatin= patients in the absence of definite know-= 
ledge about etiology and pathogenesis. It requires 
no acceptance of unproven theory; it is flexible 
and tentative. [Emphasis added}. 


Writing in Harper's Magagjine, February, 1967, 2t p- 45 on 
the topic "where Psychiatry Fails," Donald M. Kaplan, Ph.D., 


associzte editor of The Psychanalytic Review, said: 


The psychoanalytic profession consists of psychia— 
trists and a small number of nonmedical clinicians. 
In Anerita the clinician is trained in the backyards 
of science an? is deprived of intensive trairzing in 
the humanities. Medical training, too, turns out 
physicians who are preponderantly pragmatic, scarcely 
versed in experimental nethod and the philosophy of 
science, and practically illiterate about the broad 
issues of Western cultural tradition. Today, the 
average physician is Neanderthal compared to his 
nineteenth-century forebears. ~ 


Despite the claim that great strides have been made in the 
trentment of mental disorders durin the past century, particularly 
in the District of Columbia, the claim is not substantiated by St. 
LDlizabeths Hospital's annual reports. As of June 30, 1876, in the 
?5th year of Dr. Nichols' sunerintendency, 942 person had been 
under treatment during 1875-1376, of which 21.9% (198) had been 


admitted during the vear; 8.6% (83) were discharged as recovered; 


2.2% (40) were discharged as improved: 0.2% (2) were disch-redu 


14 Few twentieth-century treatises on psychiatry can equal in accuracy of 
observation and medical knowledge tne textbooks of the nineteenth century 
(e.g., John Charles Bucknill, M.D., and Daniel H. Tuke, M.D., A Manual of 
Psychological Medicine, London: 1858, and Edward C. Spitska, M.D., Insanity: 
Its Classification, Diagnosis and Treatment, New York: 1883}. With the , 
exception of those mental hospital superintendents who were living it up 

at the ta. payers’ expense, nineteenth—century psychiatrists rezarded insanity 
as a readily identifiable affliction; not an admixture of religio-—sociological 
problems w:th a symptomatology of dreans. 


a3 unimproved, and 5.5% (52) diee. As of June 39) 1961, in the 

25th year of Dr. Overholserts superintendency. 10.116 had been under 
treatnent during 1960-1961, of which 20.2% (2,094) h-@ peon ade 
mitted during the years 6.6% (664) were discharced as recrvered; 

2.273 (223) were discharged as improved: 0.7% (68) ‘were disch-rged 

as unimproved, and 4.8% (484) died, It is an irony that those 
District of Columbia residents confined in St. Elizabeths (as of 
June 39, 1968) numbered 590.8 ver 100,000 po, ulation, compared 

with the national rate o* confinement in nerte) nospitels of 


202.8 per 100,000 ana Utah's low rate of 52-70 79 


In the early nineteonth century psychiatrists were notably 


Successful in curine mental disorders. (See Ruth 3. Caplan, 


Psycura ry and the Commnitv in Nineteenth-Century America, New 


York: 1969). Psychiatrist or that period recognised the fact 
that mental disorders were caused by moral detioration (cf. the 
word "de-moralize”) and they employed "moral treatment" to obtain 
their consistently high rates of recovery. But moral treatment 
required a close relationship of confidence and companionship 
between physician and patients; that is to say, engaging in 
social activities with the patients and not merely seeing then 

on the wards. This was possible when mental hospital superin—- 
tendents limited themselves to 200 patients. In the mid-nineteenth 
century, however, polit,cians, jurists, lawyers, and physicians 
discovered the boodle +t. be garnered from mental hospitals, and 


15 In fiscal 1876 the annual expenditures of St. Blizobeths totaled $167,777; 
in fiscal 1961 the total was $20,847,808. Based on a patient population of 
744, the cost of maintaining a patient for a year in 1275-1876 was $225.51; 
in 1960-1961, based on a patient population of 7,992, the cost was $2,603.36. 
During Dr. Dale ©. Cameron's superintendency (1962-1967): the cost per vationt 
ros@ by 50% ith no appreciable rise in the rate of recovery. The é@:sna’ 
record of St. Elizabeths and the nation's state ment2l hospitals in saving 
mental disorders is explan-tion enough as to why 90% of these hospitels* 
inmates must be traduced, shanghaied, railroaded ane imprisoned before trey 
“ill accpet the "benefits" of psychiatric treatinent. 


shereafter, with the trtroduction of a calculated policy or sver- 
crowding and understaffing, moral treatment was ebandoned. 
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Nevertheless, the value of moral treatment is not to be 
disregarded. In "Some Influences of Catholic Education and 
Creed in Psyohetic Reactions,” Walter 0. Jahrreigs, M.D., Diseases 


of the Neryogs System, November, 1942, at p. 381, saide 


It seems that religious faith in itself has the powur 

to endow the true believer with great strength and with 
the gift of an almost perfect integration. It enables 

the faithful to adjust himself to the world, and to ad- 
just the worla to his religious conception. Thus, he may 
be relatively safe from disintegration that leads to mental 
distuxbance; and should this befall him, he may wetl be 
capable of keeping it under control. 


The Christian ethic holds that all men, being made in God's_ 


16 Although early nineteenth-century psychiatrists such as Dr. Eli Todd 
(1769-1331), first superintendent of the Hartford (Cona.) Retreat, and 

Dr. Sanmucl Woodward (1787-1850), superintendent of the Massachuestts State 
Lunatic Hospital at Woreester, were experiencing considerable success in 

curing insanity, the number of patients in any one hospital did not exceed 

250. In 1366, however, the inevitability of "overcrowding and understaffing” was 
assured whem members of th> Association of Medical Superintendents of Institu— 
tions for the Insane approved the proposition that separate institutions should 
not be vrovided for the curably ard incurably insare. (See John S. Butler, [1.2., 
The Curability of Insanity, New Yor':: 1887, p. 3). Dr. Sharles H. Nichols 
became superintendent of St. Elivabeths (then the Government Hospital for » 
19=-room 


Fouse of Representatives, 

EY. 6 and 22-24). It was alka disclos 

1926) of Dr. White's superinturdency thousands of items of clothing and bed 
and table linens, including 7,745 blankets, 19,505 pillow cases, 24,554 single 
troller General of the United States, pursuant to House Concurrent Resolution 26, 
adopted July 3, 1926, p. 121). Yo assure themselves of a continuing influx of 


patients the mental horvital superintendents maintained extremely ss ) 
Cont. 


« 


anage, ~an be redeemed, but there is no evidence to Support the 


belief that psychiatrists are morally equipped to return the mis— 
creant to the paths of righteousness, ‘ndeed, the opposite is 

true. Parading as a science, twentieth—century psychiatry assumes 
that men are merely mechanisms, motivated by savage impulses. In 
short, primarily due to the influence of Sigmund Freud, twentieth- 
century psychiatry is a religiosity of cyni¢isn, dozraudation and 
despair which denies Man's idealism and spirituality, and it is 
hardly surprising that, of the ?0-odd doctors origninally associated 
with the psychoanalytic movement in Vienna, seven committed suicides 
Marcus, 1913: Scurotter, 1913; Tausk, 1919; Kahane, 1923; Silberer, 
1923; Stekel, 1940, and Federn, 1950. yen today the suicide rate 
among American psychiatrists (70 per 100,000) is twice that of all 
other physicians (33 per 190,900). | 


In the District of Columbia 32% of the burgisries are commit-.- 
ted by those 15 years old and under, and appellant suggests that 
these (mostly deprived) youngsters are inherently no less virtu- 
oes than, for eim ple, a circuit judge who profits from vending 
machines, real estate investments and other tax shelters. The 


= 


(Cont. ) 

relations with lerislators, judges and lawyers. A hanvy triunvirate 

which proved profitable to all concerned consisted of Dr. White, Chief 

Justice Walter I. McCoy of the District of Coluhbia Supreme Court, and 

I'rederick A. Fenning, a lawyer who nanaged to earn between $15,000 and 

$20,900 a year from guardianshiv of those connitied (often illegally) to 

St. Elizabeths. (Hearings before the Subcommittee of the Committee on 

the District of Culumbia, supra, pp. 55, 73-87, 132, 361-353)» Today 

among the most vrofitable sources of graft for hospital personnel are 

the kick-backs received from drug.suppliers. (Testimony of Jacob W. Willer, 

November 10, 1969, Hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, g.R., 91st 

Conrress. Firat Session. According to an article by William M O'Brien, M.D., 

"Drug Testing: Is Time Runsing Out?", Bulletin 6f the Atomic Scientists, 

January, 1969, p. 8, surveys at two hospitals: (gohns Hopkins and Yale) show 
. that from 0.4% to 1.55% of all tatients admitted die of drug reaction; 
‘that both physicians and drug companies attempt to conceal eviderce of 

drug toxicity, but even if only one-tenth of one percent of all hospital 
,edmissions in the United States died of drug reaction the number of annual 

deaths would spvroach 29,000. (This is three times the number of U.S. 

servicemen kiils vy enemy action in Vietnam during 1969). 

| 


sirst rule of life is to survive, and ii an adolescent Ducgler 
displays less sophistication than a cironit judge in his struggle 
for survival, it does not follow that the young burglar is lers 
ae or, because he has broken the law, that he is mentally 
Sth se 


Althogh absolute virtue is unattainable, it nevertheless 
remains a gval towards which every person, if he would find con- 
gentment, wast strive. No less unattainable is absolute justice, 
and for that reason society created the law. While leaving much 
to be desired, the law defines patterns of behavior by which 


Rublic offioiais as well as private citisens are expected to 
abide. It is true the law Produces unequal justice, but seldom 


does it produce the horrendous injustice perpetrated by those who, 


however vellemeaning, are not restrained by the law. 


na Alshoumh th> proclaimed objectives are different, the results of 


psychoanalysis and brainswashing are identical. In both processss 
the subject is compelled to expose to another person the most sordid 
details of his life; thus leaving himself psycholorically ard spirit— 
ually naked, diverted of self-respect, and completely submissive to 
the will of the operator (called in vsychiatry "transference"). The 
efficacy of this technique employed for criminal purposes (the "witch- 
craft" of the Middle Ages) war exemplified by one Charles Manson who 
was reported in Decenber, 1969, to have instigated several murders in 
California. According to newspaper accounts, Manson enslaved various 
Zirls Dy persuading then to engage publicly in group sexual perversions 
vith the argument that this was the war to ria themselves of muilt. As 
the girls were "relcasec” fron their inkibitio-rs they were stripped of 
all mors! restraint to the point that no human life was worth vreserving, 
For a short sumMiry of the brainwashing process as it is practiced by 
the Russian state police see Report of the Committee on Government Overa~ 
tions, Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, U.S. Senate, 34th Conrress, 
Seccn” Session, Report 2832, filed July 27, 1956..-A variant of brain- 
washing is described in *Etiolosy of Ant t 
AP) 
studv on juvenile 
According to the article the major cause 
of, and the specific stimulus for, stealing, fire-settinc, sexual des— 
tructiveness, vandalism and recurrent criminal behavior is the unwitting 
sanction or indirect encouragement of the parents who achieve a vicarious 
gratification from the children's criminal acts. For an example of brain- 
washing turned into big basiness, seo "Solontology," Life, November 15, 
1968, pp. 99-114. 


e 
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The responsibility of administering the law was placed by 
society en the courts but, in the District of Columbia, some 
jurists have envisioned it their duty to administer justice. This 
has resulted in such legal monstrosities as the Durham Rule which, 
no matter how great the idealism which may have insnired it, has 
merely transferred the power of reward and punishment from jurists 
to psychiatrists, Society - and a theologian might interpret this 
as irrefutable evidence of the existence of God =| demands that 
virtue be rewarded and vice punished and, in appellant's opinion, 
judges, for all their fallibility, are infinitely more qualified by 
intellect and education to exercise the power of reward and punish— 
ment, according to law, than psychiatrists. 


For the reason that appellee, in detaining appellant in St. 


Elizabeths Hospital, executed a void process; that appellee wrong— 
Pally and maliciously diagnosed appellant as being mentally dis— 
eased and extremely dangerous, and that appellee Was not suffi- 


18 An “Appreciation" by the then Under Secretary of the Interior, 

Abe Fortas, of the psychiatric precept that "Freedom from moralitics 
means freedom to think and behave sensibly” (see appellant's Complaint, 
Peh. 2, Appendix, p.:2.)was published in Psychiatry, Yebriary, 1945, p. 2. 
Two decades later "freedom fron moralities" was embraced by tne so-called 
Hippies. In hi- article, "Hippie-Yippie Yikes!", Psychiatric Opinion, 
sctober, 1969, pp. 8 and 11, Richard R. Parlour,.M.D., saids 


“‘N'e heve been learning from our educators end mental: health 
professionals that traditional standards and disciplines are 
only “relatively” true, mostly irrelevant and almost always 
hypocritical: they cause mental illness, hard feelings, com- 
munication gaps and alientation, while permissiveness; is sup— 
posed to bring reconciliation, joy and health. The Hippies 
merely took another step in disregardine rules and discipline, 
abandoned themselves of the pursuit of pleasure without work, 
and found themselves ragred, disease-ridden and utterly lost. 

* * . * j 
It is time for earnest searching for Truth, not paranoid scape— 
goating. The old questions still need to be asked and answered: 
What is the nzture of man? What is meaningful in life? The darx 
side of man's nature cannot be explained away by humanistic 
theories of mental illness, 


7 
ciently <nowleagevabie in law or etuiss to determine apr ‘iant's 


competency to stand trial, appellant prii,g that the Order of the 


court below granting defendari+ts Metion to Dismiss for “-ilure to 


state a claim upos which relief may he sran‘Fea, or, in the aiterna— 


tive, granting defendant's Moticn for Summary Judgment on the grousd 


that there is no genuine issue of material fact, be reversed, anc the 
cause remanded for the ontry of judgment for the plaintiff. 


Resvectfully subnitted, 


JOHN F. GRAHAM, pro se 
2022 Columbia Road, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20009 
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May 23 Summons and complaint issued; served 5/27/69. 
July 29 Motion of defendant to dismiss or in the alternative for 
summary judgment; affidavit; statement; points and au— 
thorities. 


August 4 Memorandum of plaintiff ib opposition to motion to 
dismiss or in the alternative for summary judgment. 


August. 29 Order dismissing action. 


September 26 Notice of appeal by plaintiff from order of 8/29/69. 


November ‘4 Record on appeal delivered to U.S. Court of Appeals. 
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COMPLAINT FOR DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS 


l. Plaintiff is a citizen of tne United States of America 
and a resident of the District of Columbia. Defendant, 
chiatrist, is Clinical Director, West Side Service, ‘5! 
Nosnitsal, Washington, D.C. Damages claimed by plaintiff exceed 


Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00), exclusive of interest and costs. 


2. In October, 1945, under the avspices of the Villiam Alan— 


son White Psychiatric Foundation, the trustees »f which included 
one Abe Fortar, then Under Secretarv of State, and one Lavechlin 


Currie, named by the PBI as a Soviet spy-ring infornant, one Genise 
Brock Chic..olm, M.D., an honorary fellow o* the American Perchia- 
tric Association, delivered two lectures, dvrin~ the sours 2f chien 


tie sate Or. Chishom stated: 


ae Morality, the concent of risht and wrone, ir tie 
poison of “the fruit of the tree o% the mnowledge of 


good and evil”; 


be. Most psychiatrists 


of right and wrong; 


c. Poisonous cert-inties are fed to the people by 
varents, Sunday and dav school teachers, noliticians, 


priests ond reowsyvaners; 


8. These certointies ar> used to impore local and fanilicl 
and national loyalties os children, the result of which 


is frustration, inierioriny on? nourocic: 


these certainties: in - disease whien ncis 
it the sone vay as tuberculosis, t:prvid, 


Bo.cIetla, smallpex -¢ t-mius nre csutrollec. 


3. In 1954 the aforesaid Abe Fortas, ther an attorney in vrivate 


r Dractice, represented one Monte Durham, accused of housebrea™-ir;, and, 


1 Pari ne - “ 
This is incorrect. Mr. Fortas was Under Secretary of the Interior. 


eS attorney for Durinc, the said Abe Wortac Tadic ame' of by 
wich an accused could be imprisoned indefinitely in a mental 
institution on t¢h- tostinony of 4 Governme-t DEyChiotrict thai 
the accused was sufferine from a mental Cisease or defect, with 
no substantive proof that the accused was insane or had committed 


aSy crime. 


4. ith yy movled-e than as ascused micht be imprison-a 
indefinitely ir - mental institution if, »rior +5 trial, ne wes 


Gecl-red to be suffering fram a nental disorder, one David L. 
Bazelon, + juecre of the United States Court +5 Asncals far the 
District of Columbia and @ Partner of the said Abe Fertas in 
various business ventures, pro iwleted tre So-called Durham Rule, 


statin~ in part: 


Tie rule we 10" hold * ¥ * is simply that an accused 
is not criminally resnonsible if his unlawful act was 
the procuct of mental disease or mental'defect. We 
use “disease” in the sense of o condition which is 
considered canable of improving or detoriorating. 
Durkan v. Unitea States, 214 P ona, 862, 874. tine 
Phasis added', 


5e In the co=called Durham Rule the said Jucze Bazelon, wit- 


. ‘ eyes > : 1 a 
tinsly or unwittin-ly neglected to define mental disease"; said 
neslect givin-~- license to any psychiatrist to declore 2 person with 
whose moral convictions the ps chiatrist disagrees a “suffering from 


> ne-tal disease’. 


6. On November 30, 1965, plaintiff in the instant action wes 
arrested by spetial agerts of the FBI, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 876 
(mailin~ threat ssing communications) and on January 4, 1966, vlain- 
tiff was ordered committed to St. Elizabeths Hospital, pursuant to 
74 D.C. Code 391(a), by one Catherine B. Kelly, a judge of the 
District of Columbia Court of G-neral Sessions, a misdemeanor court. 


7. On February 10, 1966, plaintiff was examined by defendant 
énd defendant declared plaintiff to be incompetent to stand trial, 


defendant stating as his conclusions 


The diagnosis given by the individyal Medical Staff 
members varied between (A) involutional Psychotic Re- 
action in a compulsive personality and (B) a personal-— 


” 


ity trait disturbance, mamely, Compulsive Personality; 
the first was finelly agreed on. As far as competency 
is concerned, there was also different opinions, but it 
was felt by the majority that Mr. Graham, who is aware 
ond understanes his charges, would be urable when mt 

o7 the stand to assist his counsel in his proper defense. 
For this reason, patient is considered as incompetent. 

8. On Harch 17, 1966, plaintiff was re-exnmined by defendant and 
found competent to stan’ trial and, on or about Naren 31, -966, de= 
Sevdast informed the trial court that plaintiff was "suffering from 
a mental disease" and Was “extremely dangerous", a conclusion com— 
~letely unwarranted by the information pertainir~ vo plaintiff in 
the clinical records of St. Blizabetns Hosvital. (Plaintiff was 
arraigned on May 23, 1966, and was released on his own recognizance; 
on October 19, 1966, the indictment was dismisseé on motion of the 


OVID -nent). 


9. It is not cnnsidercd in kcepine with the available facts to 
refer to 2 psychosis as a disease, since the term disease is tradi- 
tionally identified with the patholoer of tissues (Hinsie and Camp— 
dell, Psychiatric Dictionary, 3rd ed. p. 602), even though, as 


historians Imow, "disease" has been used throughout the centurics 


to describe moral convictions with which the aceuzers da nt wwree. 
(Cf, Letter dated August 21, 1424, from Jean Graverent, Inquisitor 
of France, to Jea~ LeMaistre, his vicar in Rouen: "the disease of 


heresy {‘moribus haeresisf which spreads like cancer, and invisibly 


devours the gullible”, and the public sentencing of Joan ot arc on 
May 30, 1/431: "the vestilential poison of heresy fbaeresis vestiforun 


virus}. ) 

10. It being well-*oomnertet in Jewish and Hebrew literature 
that non-Jews are to Jews an anathema and an abomination, plaintiff 
alleges that: 

a. In defendant's opinion all acherents to » belief in the 
Civinity of Jesus Christ and the sanctity of the Virgin 


Mary are suffering from a mevtal diseases 


b. Defendant's ceclaration that plaintiff was suffering 
fron - mental disease was - result of cefendnant's intro— 
jectec tistorted imace of plaintiff’ rat:er then of an 


objective review of the clinical records; 


c. Neferfant's declaration tnat plaintiff was sufferins 
from o montol disease was mcede in order to secure nlain- 
tiff'c rontinued confinement in ot. Elizabeths Nospital 
in conformity with the requirenents of the Durham Pule 


ane without regard to vlaintiff's actual mental contition. 


a. Defondantts declaration chat : ntiff wac sufferin-~ 
from a mental disease was pejorativ: «14 729+ Giagnostic. 


ll. Pleintiff furtier allezes that defenéant, in <eclarics 
Disintiff incompetent to ota: trial, entered into a conspiracy 
with one Devid G. Bress, then United States Attorney for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ~7"7 2 close friend ave ally of the aforeraid Ab: 
fartec, to deny plaintiff the ricthts, privileges and innunitics 
moar-nteed to plaintiff by the United States Constitution, which 


conspiracy is punishable vursuari to 1% U S.C. 741, 


12. By reason of deferfartt:: resligent, malicious, wanton, 
wronesul -nd unlawful acts, plaintiff was deprived under color of 


law an@ the ctatutes 29° tne Distwiz! of Columbia, of the rishts, 


ariviles.s acs dnp wrots ios secured to vlaintiff by +: ¢ United Stctes 


Son-titution an? the laws of the United States, and 
| 
a+ 


damage to hic revutation and well—beins in th: smonnt 


‘unared Thourane Yolizrs (3500,000.97). 


13. luerefore plaintiff, oursuant to 4° U.S.C. 
judgment an* davares, compensator: anc exenplary, in the am 
Tive Hundred Yi.ousacd Dollars ($509,092.29), nlus cos 
JOHN F. GRANAM, nro 7% 
-laistift 


JURY DEMAND 


‘AUnintiff denands trial by jury on nll issues, 


NOTICE OF APPEAL 


Notice is hereby given this 26th day of September, 1969, that 


Plnintiff hereby appeals to the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia frum the judgment of this Court on the 29th 
dav of August, 1969, in favor of Defendant against said Plaintiff. 


JOHN F. GRAHAM, pro se 


